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Abstract
The Ramsey number r(D1; : : : ; Dk) of acyclic directed graphs D1; : : : ; Dk is de.ned as the
largest integer r for which there exists a tournament T = (V; A) on r vertices with a k-coloring
’ :A → {1; : : : ; k} of the arc set A such that no Di occurs in color i for any i ∈ {1; : : : ; k}. We
discuss recursive techniques to compute r(D1; : : : ; Dk) in the case where there are paths and=or
stars among the Di. In particular, solving a problem of Bialostocki and Dierker [Congr. Numer.
47 (1985) 119–123], we prove that r(D1; D2)=r(D1) ·r(D2) holds if D1 is transitive and D2=Sn
is an out-going star on n vertices. Our main result is an asymptotic formula for r(D1; : : : ; Dk ;Sn)
where the digraphs D1; : : : ; Dk are .xed arbitrarily and n→∞. c© 2001 Elsevier Science B.V.
All rights reserved.
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1. Introduction
Let D1; : : : ; Dk be acyclic directed graphs (some or all may be identical). We de.ne
the k-color Ramsey number r(D1; : : : ; Dk) as the largest integer r for which there
exists a tournament T=(V; A) with an r-element vertex set V and with a k-coloring
’ :A→{1; : : : ; k} on its arc set A such that no Di is a subdigraph of T in color i
(16i6k). In the ‘diagonal case’, i.e., where all the Di are isomorphic to the same
digraph D, we shall write rk(D) for r(D1; : : : ; Dk); in particular, r1(D) and r(D) mean
the same. Moreover, for some special types of tournaments, we shall use the following
notation:
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• TTn – the transitive tournament of order n, with vertex set {v1; : : : ; vn} and arc set
{vivj | 16i¡j6n}:
• Pn – the directed path of length n − 1, with vertex set {v1; : : : ; vn} and arc set
{vivi+1 | 16i¡n}:
• Sn – the out-going star of order n, with vertex set {v1; : : : ; vn} and arc set {v1vi |
1¡i6n}:
• RTn – the rotational tournament of order 2n + 1 with vertex set {v0; v1, : : : ; v2n}
and arc set {vivi+j | 06i62n; 16j6n}; subscript addition taken modulo 2n+ 1.
• Tn – an arbitrary tournament on n vertices.
In order to ensure r¡∞ in the de.nition of the Ramsey number, it is necessary
to assume that each Di is acyclic, for otherwise the transitive tournaments colored
completely with color i provide arbitrarily large admissible constructions. On the other
hand, if each Di is acyclic, the basic theorem of Ramsey theory together with the
simple fact r(TTn)¡2n−1 (for all n¿0) yields r¡∞.
We should note that in the class of tournaments the Ramsey numbers of digraphs
even for one color are far from being trivial to determine. (This is not the case in
many classes of combinatorial structures, e.g. a complete graph obviously contains
every smaller complete graph.) The value of r1(D) has been investigated thoroughly
for oriented trees D, with special emphasis on the question whether r1(D)= |V (D)|−1
is valid. (If this equality holds, D is said to be unavoidable.) Though it is not even
known exactly which orientations of a path of length n − 1 must occur in every Tn,
there are many interesting results in this area; see [1, 9, 11, 13, 15, 19–21, 23–25, 29, 30].
On the other hand, for the transitive tournaments there is quite a large gap between
the currently best lower and upper bounds
c12n=26r(TTn)6c22n;
where c1 and c2 are positive constants (cf. [6]). Our .rst observation is that for suJ-
ciently large N , a tournament TN not only contains TTn as a subtournament, but also
admits a decomposition into transitive parts of order n whenever the trivial divisibility
condition n |N is satis.ed.
Theorem 1. If N¿3 · 4n−1 and N is a multiple of n; then every tournament of order
N can be decomposed into vertex-disjoint copies of TTn.
We should emphasize that, contrary to most types of combinatorial structures investi-
gated in [4, 16], no auxiliary (‘almost transitive’) parts are needed to obtain a complete
vertex-decomposition. Alternatively, in the terminology of [8], the class of tournaments
has ‘Ramsey-remainder’ zero for every n.
Ramsey numbers for arc-colored tournaments were .rst studied for directed paths
by GyLarfLas and Lehel [12] and independently by Bermond [2] and ChvLatal [5]. They
observed that for directed paths the Ramsey function is multiplicative, i.e.,
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In particular, in the diagonal case (with all paths having the same length) we obtain
rk(Pn)= (n − 1)k . (Notice that the case k =1 is the simple corollary of RLedei’s well
known theorem [18] which implies that every tournament contains a directed Hamilto-
nian path.) Applying a combination of hypergraph-theoretical and probabilistic methods,
the second author proved in [27] that a monochromatic Pn appears in an arc-colored
tournament of order (n− 1)k +1 even if we only assume that every vertex is incident
to arcs of at most k distinct colors; i.e., the global assumption on the total number, k,
of colors can be replaced by a much weaker local condition.
Investigating a ‘more unbalanced’ situation, Bialostocki and Dierker [3] observed
that the above nice multiplicative property remains valid for the 2-colored ‘path vs.
transitive tournament’ Ramsey numbers as well, i.e.,
r(Pm;TTn) = r(Pm) · r(TTn) = (m− 1) · r(TTn)
for all natural numbers m and n. Strengthening the arguments of [3], we shall prove
that this formula is a particular case of a more general phenomenon; namely, a similar
equality holds whenever a directed path occurs among the digraphs Di.
Theorem 2. If Dk = Pm; then
r(D1; D2; : : : ; Dk) = (m− 1) · r(D1; : : : ; Dk−1)
holds for arbitrary connected acyclic digraphs D1; : : : ; Dk−1.
The condition on connectivity cannot be omitted in general. The simplest counterex-
ample is to take D1 = 2TT2, the digraph with four vertices and two vertex-disjoint
arcs. Then r(D1)= 3, and it is easy to see that r(D1; D2)6r(D2) + 2 holds for all D2,
including the paths as well.
Not surprisingly at all, it is not true either that the Ramsey numbers for tournaments
are (sub- or super-) multiplicative for all connected digraphs. For example, r(TT3)= 3
and r2(TT3)= 13¿32 (cf. [17]), while r(S3)= 3 and r2(S3)= 5¡32.
The latter observation can be generalized: for any collection of stars it is easy to
calculate the value of the Ramsey number, as follows.
Proposition 3. If Di is a star Sni for all 16i6k; then
r(D1; : : : ; Dk) = 2(n1 + · · ·+ nk)− 4k + 1:
For the star vs. transitive tournament Ramsey numbers, Bialostocki and Dierker [3]
proved the following estimates:
r(Sn) · r(TTm)6r(Sn;TTm)6(2m−1 − 1) · r(Sn): (1)
In particular, for m=3 and m=4 the two bounds coincide, that is, r(Sn; TT3)= 6n−9
and r(Sn; TT4)= 14n − 21. We shall prove that the lower bound is tight in (1) for
every m and n. This will follow from the next two results.
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Theorem 4. If D1; : : : ; Dt are stars; then
r(D1; : : : ; Dk)6r(D1; : : : ; Dt) · r(Dt+1; : : : ; Dk)
for arbitrary acyclic digraphs Dt+1; : : : ; Dk . Moreover; if equality holds; then the ex-
tremal tournaments for D1; : : : ; Dk (i.e.; k-colored; with r(D1; : : : ; Dk) vertices; where
no Di appears in color i; for any 16i6k) can be obtained from those for D1; : : : ; Dt
and for Dt+1; : : : ; Dk ; by the operation of substitution.
A more precise description of the colorings attaining equality will be given in the
proof of the theorem, in Section 3.
Proposition 5. If Dk is a transitive tournament; then
r(D1; : : : ; Dk)¿r(D1; : : : ; Dk−1) · r(Dk)
for arbitrary connected acyclic digraphs D1; : : : ; Dk−1.
Again, connectivity may be necessary. To see this, we take the example of D1 = 2TT2
and D2 =S3. Then r(D1; D3)6r(D3) + 2=5¡9= r(D1) · r(D2).
Combining the above two propositions, we immediately obtain
Corollary 6. For every n¿3 and m¿3; r(Sn; TTm)= r(Sn) · r(TTm).
Letting n tend to in.nity, an asymptotic version of Corollary 6 becomes valid in a
very general form. To state it explicitly, we need to introduce some notation.
Denition. Let D and H be digraphs. We say that H contains a homomorphic image of
D, denoted D¡H , if there is a mapping  :V (D)→V (H) such that uv∈A(D) implies
(u)(v)∈A(H). We denote by q(D) the largest integer q for which there exists a
tournament of order q containing no homomorphic image of D. More generally, if
D1; : : : ; Dk are acyclic digraphs, q(D1; : : : ; Dk) denotes the largest integer q for which
there exists a tournament T=(V; A) of order q with an arc-coloring ’ :A→{1; : : : ; k}
such that no color class i contains a homomorphic image of Di.
For an arbitrary digraph D, the inequality q(D)6r(D) holds by de.nition, and also
q(D)6r(TTp(D))
is valid, where p(D) denotes the maximum number of vertices in a directed path of
D. In particular, q(D)= 1 if and only if p(D)= 2. The importance of the function q
in connection with Ramsey numbers is shown by the following result.
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Theorem 7. For arbitrary acyclic digraphs D1; : : : ; Dk ;
r(D1; : : : ; Dk ;Sn) = 2n · q(D1; : : : ; Dk) + o(n)
as n→∞.
One interesting aspect of this theorem is that if the Di are supposed to contain
no pair of consecutive arcs (that is, P3 is excluded), then the actual choice of those
digraphs has no ePect on the asymptotic behavior of the Ramsey number as it is equal
to 2n+ o(n). (The Di can only inQuence the ‘error term’ o(n).)
The proofs are presented in Sections 2–4. In the concluding section we discuss some
problems that remain open.
2. Recursive constructions and the path reduction theorem
The main concern of this section is to show how the Ramsey numbers can be
computed recursively if directed paths are involved among the Di (see Theorem 2).
As regards ‘multiplicative’ lower bounds, the following operation called substitution
will be useful. Let T′ and T′′ be arc-colored tournaments, and assume that no color
appears in both of them. The tournament T′′[T′] is obtained by replacing each vertex
v of T′′ by a tournament T(v) having the same orientation and coloring as T′, and the
orientation and color of the arcs joining T(v) and T(v′) in T′′[T′] are the same as those
of the arc joining v and v′ in T′′.
Our .rst example where the operation of substitution turns out to be useful is given
in the following assertion.
Lemma 8. Let D1; : : : ; Dt be connected acyclic digraphs; and Dt+1; : : : ; Dk acyclic.
Then
r(D1; : : : ; Dk)¿r(D1; : : : ; Dt) · q(Dt+1; : : : ; Dk):
Proof. We take tournaments T′=(V ′; A′) and T′′=(V ′′; A′′) with arc-colorings ’′ :
A′→{1; : : : ; t} and ’′′ :A′′→{t + 1; : : : ; k}, |V ′|= r(D1; : : : ; Dt) and |V ′′|= q
(Dt+1; : : : ; Dk), such that no Di occurs in color i for 16i6t in T′, and T′′ contains
no homomorphic image of any Dj in color j for t + 16j6k. Then T′′[T′] has order
r(D1; : : : ; Dt) · q(Dt+1; : : : ; Dk) and contains no Di in color i, for all 16i6k, since the
copies of T′ are vertex-disjoint (yielding the required property for 16i6t) while any
Dj ⊂ T′′[T′] in color j (t + 16j6k) would imply Dj¡T′′ by contracting the vertex
classes of the substitution.
Though the function q is just a lower bound on r in general, in some cases the two
values coincide. The next lemma exhibits two such examples.
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Lemma 9. For every n¿3; q(Pn)= r(Pn)= n− 1 and q(TTn)= r(TTn).
Proof. Since TTn−1 contains no homomorphic image of Pn, we clearly have n −
16q(Pn)6r(Pn)= n− 1, i.e., equality must hold throughout. On the other hand, every
homomorphic image of TTn is in fact isomorphic to TTn because no two of its vertices
can be mapped onto the same vertex.
Proof of Proposition 5. Combining Lemmas 8 and 9, the inequality r(D1; : : : ; Dk)
¿r(D1; : : : ; Dk−1) · r(Dk) follows immediately whenever Dk is transitive.
We now prove that the multiplicative rule applies when Dk = Pm is a directed path.
Proof of Theorem 2. Denote r= r(D1; : : : ; Dk−1). The lower bound r(D1; : : : ; Dk)¿r ·
(m− 1) again, as in the previous proof, follows by Lemmas 8 and 9. (In the present
case, we take a tournament T′ on r(D1; : : : ; Dk−1) vertices, with a (k − 1)-coloring on
its arcs, containing no Di in any color i, and substitute it into the transitive tournament
T′′= TTm−1 of color k. Then T′′[T′] has order r · (m − 1) and contains no Di for
16i6k.)
To prove the upper bound r(D1; : : : ; Dk)6r · (m − 1), suppose that T=(V; A) is a
k-colored tournament on more than r · (m− 1) vertices. De.ne G=(V; E) as the graph
on the same vertex set, whose edges are the pairs of vertices adjacent by an arc of
color k in T.
If G has an independent set of more than r vertices, then T contains a (k − 1)-
colored subtournament of order r+1, hence a Di occurs in color i for some i6k − 1.
Otherwise, if the independence number of G is at most r, we obtain that the chromatic
number of G is at least m. Thus, by the Gallai–Roy theorem [10, 22] (see also [28]),
every orientation of G contains a directed path of length m− 1, and therefore Pm is a
subgraph of T in color k.
3. Stars
In this section we prove the results involving stars, namely Proposition 3, Theorems
4 and 7.
Proof of Proposition 3. A simple construction showing the lower bound
r(Sn1 ; : : : ;Snk )¿2n1 + : : :+ 2nk − 4k + 1
is to consider the rotational tournament RTN of order 2N+1 with N = n1+· · ·+nk−2k,
take an arbitrary partition of the N arcs starting at some (.xed) vertex into k classes
such that the ith class consists of ni−2 arcs, and rotate this ‘partial coloring’ to obtain
a partition of the arcs starting at each vertex of RTN . Alternatively, one can begin with
a decomposition of the edge set of the complete graph on 2(n1 + · · · + nk − 2k) + 1
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vertices into n1 + · · ·+ nk − 2k Hamiltonian cycles, assign a color to each cycle (color
i should appear on ni − 2 cycles) and take a cyclic orientation in every cycle.
Conversely, if T has more than 2(n1 + · · ·+ nk − 2k) + 1 vertices, then some vertex
v has out-degree greater than n1 + · · ·+ nk − 2k. Thus, in every k-coloring of T there
is some i such that there are more than ni − 2 arcs of color i starting at v, by the
pigeon-hole principle. Hence, v is the center of Sni in color i.
Proof of Theorem 4. From the argument proving the inequality r(D1; : : : ; Dk)6
r(D1; : : : ; Dt) · r(Dt+1; : : : ; Dk) it will also turn out that if equality holds, then the ex-
tremal k-colorings on r(D1; : : : ; Dk) vertices are obtained as a more general variant
of substitutions. Namely, the .rst t color classes have to form r(Dt+1; : : : ; Dk) vertex-
disjoint tournaments of order r(D1; : : : ; Dt) each, i.e., that many (possibly diPerent)
extremal t-colorings are substituted into an extremal (k − t)-coloring.
Suppose that T=(V; A) is a k-colored tournament on n¿r · r(Dt+1; : : : ; Dk) vertices,
where r= r(D1; : : : ; Dt). If T contains a star Di in some color i (16i6t), then we have
nothing to prove. Otherwise, consider the graph G=(V; E) (on the vertex set of T)
where two vertices are adjacent if and only if they are joined by an arc of T in some
color i, 16i6t. In the orientation induced by T in G, every vertex has out-degree at
most 12 (r−1) (cf. Proposition 3), therefore the average degree, say d, of G is at most
r− 1. Applying TurLan’s theorem [26], the vertex-independence number (G) of G has







¿ r(Dt+1; : : : ; Dk): (2)
Such a large independent set of G induces a (k − t)-colored subtournament in T,
therefore a subdigraph Di must occur in some color i, t + 16i6k.
If there are only n= r · r(Dt+1; : : : ; Dk) vertices in T, all the four expressions in (2)
may be equal. In the case of equality, however, G has to be the vertex-disjoint union
of complete graphs of order r (again by TurLan’s theorem), and then each component
of G has to induce a t-colored subtournament which is extremal for D1; : : : ; Dt .
Proof of Theorem 7. If the graphs D1; : : : ; Dk are .xed, then q(D1; : : : ; Dk) is a con-
stant. Therefore, and since Sn is connected, the inequality r(D1; : : : ; Dk ;Sn)¿r(Sn) ·
q(D1; : : : ; Dk)= (2n − 3) · q(D1; : : : ; Dk)= 2n · q(D1; : : : ; Dk) − O(1) follows by Lemma
8 as n→∞.
To prove an upper bound of the same asymptotic behavior, we apply an argument
that also uses some ideas from the proof of Theorem 4. We write q to abbreviate
q(D1; : : : ; Dk). For a contradiction, suppose that there is a positive constant c with
the following property: for arbitrarily large values of n there exist tournaments TN on
N =2n · (q + c) vertices, with a (k + 1)-coloring such that no Di occurs in color i
(16i6k) and color k + 1 contains no Sn. The latter assumption means that the out-
degrees in color k + 1 are smaller than n (and also smaller than n− 1, but we do not
need this stronger fact). Hence, the (k + 1)th color class consists of at most (n− 1)N
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− (n− 1)N ¿ 1
2
N (N − 2n) = 1
2





(1 + )N 2
for some = (c; q)¿0. We denote by G the graph formed by those edges.
Applying the Erdo˝s–Stone theorem [7], we obtain that for every t there is a suJ-
ciently large N ensuring the existence of a complete (q + 1)-partite subgraph H ⊂G,





where a= a(k) is an appropriate constant to be chosen later, m= max{|V (Di)| | 16
i6k}, and the height of the tower is q+ 1 or q+ 2 (whichever is even).
Denote by A1; : : : ; Aq+1 the vertex classes of H , and consider a complete graph Kq+1
with vertex set {1; : : : ; q+1}. As is well known, the edge set of Kq+1 can be partitioned
into q perfect matchings if q is odd, or into q+1 matchings of q=2 edges each if q is
even. We .x one such edge partition of Kq+1 and denote its edge classes by F1; F2; : : :.
Those matchings Fj can be associated with matchings on the classes of H in such
a way that the edge (‘; ‘′) of Fj corresponds to the pair (A‘; A′‘). (In particular, if
q(D1; : : : ; Dk)= 1, then the unique edge of K2, viewed as matching F1, represents the
pair (A1; A2) in H).
Taking the matchings F1, F2; : : : one by one, we proceed as follows. According to
color and orientation, the arcs joining A‘ and A‘′ form 2k classes in each pair of
matched parts in H . The class with the largest number of arcs has edge density at
least 1=2k, therefore it has to contain a fairly large complete bipartite subgraph. More
explicitly, the possible size of this subgraph can be estimated from below by the results
of Ko˝vLari et al. [14]: as k is .xed, we can select subsets A⊂A‘ and A′⊂A‘′ with
|A|= |A′|¿c′ log t for some constant c′= c′(k)¿0, where all arcs have the same color
and are oriented in the same direction between A and A′. For each j=1; 2; : : : ; q or
q+ 1, we reduce all classes of H to subsets of the same cardinality, say t′, such that
each matching pair under Fj satis.es this property of homogenity. (If q is even, then
the unmatched class is reduced to an arbitrary subset of cardinality t′).





where the height of the tower for t′ is just one less than that for t. Applying this
operation q or q + 1 times, we eventually obtain q + 1 vertex classes B1; : : : ; Bq+1 of
cardinality m each (Bj ⊂Aj for all 16j6q + 1), where each pair of classes induces
a monochromatic complete bipartite directed graph all of whose arcs are oriented in
the same direction. By the de.nition of q, contracting the classes Bj to single vertices
xj, the k-colored tournament obtained on q+1 vertices has to contain a homomorphic
image D′ of Di in color i, for some 16i6k. Since Di has at most m vertices, the
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existence of D′ immediately implies that Di is a subdigraph of TN in color i. This
contradiction completes the proof.
4. Decompositions
In this short section we prove Theorem 1. The assertion is obvious for n62, hence
we consider n¿3 only.
Let T= TN be an arbitrary tournament on N¿3 · 4n−1 vertices, and assume that N is
a multiple of n. Denoting r= r(TTn), recall that r¡2n−1 holds, therefore r(TT2n−1)¡
4n−1. Hence, we can successively select r subsets V1; V2; : : : ; Vr ⊂V of cardinality 2n−1
each, such that every Vi (16i6r) induces a transitive subtournament of T. (Having
selected the .rst at most r−1 sets Vi, we have taken fewer than n · 2n¡2 · 4n−1 vertices
as n¿3; thus, more than 4n−1¿r(TT2n−1) vertices remain to choose from.)
In the next step, we choose N=n−2r mutually vertex-disjoint copies T1; T2; : : : ; TN=n−2r
of TTn in V ′ :=V\(V1 ∪ · · · ∪Vr). This can be done, again successively, since as long
as fewer than N=n−2r subtournaments are selected, we have at least N − r · (2n−1)−
n · (N=n− 2r − 1)= r + n¿r vertices to consider. At the end of this process, precisely
r vertices of V ′ remain uncovered; call them v1; : : : ; vr . Each vi either dominates or
is dominated by n vertices of Vi, therefore each Vi ∪{vi} can be partitioned into two
transitive tournaments of order n. Thus, those pairs together with the Tj (16j6N=n−
2r) form a decomposition of T with the required properties.
5. Concluding remarks and open problems
1. Multiplicativity and substitutions. We have shown in the proof of Theorem 4
that the Ramsey number of a set of stars vs. a set of other digraphs is not only mul-
tiplicative but also every extremal con.guration is obtained by (a general type of)
substitution. It would be interesting to .nd further combinations of digraphs where the
Ramsey function satis.es this strong property which we shall call ‘structural multi-
plicativity’.
A closely related basic open problem remains to characterize the class of combina-
tions of digraphs for which the Ramsey function is multiplicative.
It is important to note that multiplicativity alone does not imply structural mul-
tiplicativity. Consider, for instance, the paths, where we know that r(Pn1 ; : : : ; Pnk )=∏k
i=1 r(Pni)=
∏k
i=1(ni − 1) holds. It can be shown (by an argument related to the
proof of Theorem 2) that an edge coloring of the complete graph K =K(n1−1)···(nk−1)
admits a tournament orientation with no Pni in any color i if and only if each edge
class Ei (i.e., of color i) forms a graph Gi of chromatic number ni − 1. This condition
also implies that the corresponding vertex partitions (proper colorings) in the Gi have
a nice structure: the vertices of K can be represented by the integral lattice points of
the k-dimensional box B with respective side lengths ni− 2, and the ni− 1 layers of B
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orthogonal to the ith coordinate axis are the vertex classes in a proper (ni−1)-coloring
of Gi. This orthogonal structure of the k vertex-partitions, however, still admits much
freedom to decide about the colors of the edges, as only the edges parallel to any one
coordinate axis must have the same color. Hence, some of the tournaments extremal
for Pn1 ; : : : ; Pnk are obtained by substitution, while some others (most of them, actually)
are not.
2. Decompositions. Probably, the bound N¿3 · 4n−1 in Theorem 1 can be weakened
to a much smaller value. Independently of the (actually unknown) growth rate of
r(TTn), we expect that the condition N¿(1− o(1)) · (r(TTn))2− is suJcient for some
¿0 as n→∞.
3. Monochromatic transitive tournaments. It would be of great interest to determine
the value of limn→∞ (1=n) log r1(TTn), or even to prove that the limit exists. Such a
result, however, seems to be beyond the power of the methods currently available,
similarly to the analogous problems on the Ramsey numbers of (undirected) complete
graphs.
4. Digraph vs. undirected graph Ramsey numbers. It would be worth .nding strong
links between pairs of directed and undirected versions of (k-color) Ramsey numbers.
For example, investigate how much rk(TT3) can exceed the (diagonal) Ramsey number
for triangles, that is the largest integer r= r(3; : : : ; 3) such that the complete graph Kr
admits an edge coloring with k colors in which no monochromatic K3 occurs. Also,
independently of the value of r(3; : : : ; 3) (which is quite hard to estimate), one should
.nd ‘reasonable’ bounds on rk(TT3).
A related question, relevant in connection with Theorem 7, is the case q(D1; : : : ; Dk)
= 1. This means that each Di is bipartite, and all arcs are oriented from one vertex class
to the other. Perhaps these restricted structures admit tight bounds on r(D1; : : : ; Dk) in
terms of the undirected Ramsey numbers r(G1; : : : ; Gk) where Gi is the underlying
graph of Di. An interesting particular question is what happens with paths Di whose
orientations contain no P3.
5. Trees. Concerning the monochromatic Ramsey numbers of oriented trees, one
of the most challenging open problems is Sumner’s conjecture (see [19]) stating that
r1(T )62n − 3 always holds if the tree T has n vertices. Also, as we have already
mentioned, it seems to be quite diJcult to characterize the ‘unavoidable’ trees of order
n, i.e., those for which r1(T )= n− 1, even in the particular case where the underlying
graph of T is a path.
One might also investigate the growth of the diagonal Ramsey numbers rk(T ) as a
function of the number k of colors, where the tree T is .xed and k gets large.
6. Related structures. As far as we know, no similar problems have been studied for
related classes of digraphs other than the complete symmetric ones. Natural candidates
for future research are for example those subdigraphs of bipartite tournaments which
contain no directed paths of length two. In this case one can expect strong relations
with the corresponding undirected Ramsey numbers de.ned for bipartite graphs (in
edge colorings of Kn;n). Such investigations would be analogues of the ones proposed
in the paragraphs of 4. above.
Y. Manoussakis, Z. Tuza / Theoretical Computer Science 263 (2001) 75–85 85
References
[1] B. Alspach, M. Rosenfeld, Realization of certain generalized paths in tournaments, Discrete Math. 34
(1981) 199–202.
[2] J.-C. Bermond, Some Ramsey numbers for directed graphs, Discrete Math. 9 (1974) 313–321.
[3] A. Bialostocki, P. Dierker, Some Ramsey numbers for tournaments, Congr. Numer. 47 (1985) 119–123.
[4] Y. Caro, Zs. Tuza, Decompositions of partially ordered sets into chains and antichains, Order 5 (1988)
245–255.
[5] V. ChvLatal, Monochromatic paths in edge-colored graphs, J. Combin. Theory Ser. B 13 (1972) 69–70.
[6] P. Erdo˝s, L. Moser, A problem on tournaments, Canad. Math. Bull. 7 (1964) 351–356.
[7] P. Erdo˝s, A.H. Stone, On the structure of linear graphs, Amer. Math. Soc. 52 (1946) 1087–1091.
[8] P. Erdo˝s, Zs. Tuza, P. Valtr, Ramsey-remainder, European J. Combin. 17 (1996) 519–532.
[9] R. Forcade, Parity of paths and circuits in tournaments, Discrete Math. 6 (1973) pp 115–118.
[10] T. Gallai, On directed paths and circuits, in: P. Erdo˝s, G.O.H. Katona (Eds.), Theory of Graphs,
Academic Press, San Diego, 1968,, pp. 115–118.
[11] B. GrTunbaum, Antidirected Hamiltonian paths in tournaments, J. Combin. Theory Ser. B 11 (1971)
249–257.
[12] A. GyLafrLas, J. Lehel, A Ramsey-type problem in directed and bipartite graphs, Periodica Math. Hungar.
3 (1973) 299–304.
[13] R. HTaggkwist, A. Thomason, Trees in tournaments, Combinatorica 11 (1991) 123–130.
[14] T. Ko˝vLari, V.T. SLos, P. TurLan, On a problem of K. Zarankiewicz, Colloq. Math. 3 (1954) 50–57.
[15] N. Linial, M. Saks, V.T. SLos, Largest digraphs contained in all n-tournaments, Combinatorica 3 (1983)
101–104.
[16] Z. Lonc, M. TruszczyLnski, Decomposition of large uniform hypergraphs, Order 1 (1985) 345–350.
[17] E.T. Parker, K.B. Reid, Disproof of a conjecture of Erdo˝s and Moser on tournaments, J. Combin.
Theory 9 (1970) 225–238.
[18] RLedei, Ein kombinatorischer Satz, Acta Sci. Math. (Szeged) 7 (1934) 39–43.
[19] K.B. Reid, N.C. Wormald, Embedding oriented n-trees in tournaments, Studia Sci. Math. Hungar. 18
(1983) 377–387.
[20] M. Rosenfeld, Antidirected Hamiltonian paths in tournaments, J. Combin. Theory Ser. B 12 (1972)
93–99.
[21] M. Rosenfeld, Antidirected Hamiltonian circuits in tournaments, J. Combin. Theory Ser. B 16 (1974)
234–242.
[22] R. Roy, Nombre chromatique et plus longs chemins d’un graphe, Rev. AFIRO 1 (1967) 127–132.
[23] M. Saks, V. SLos, On unavoidable subgraphs of tournaments, in: Finite and In.nite Sets, Colloq. Math.
Soc. J. Bolyai, Eger, Hungary, 1981, North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1984, pp. 663–674.
[24] A.G. Thomason, Paths and cycles in tournaments, Math. Soc. 296 (1986) 167–180.
[25] C. Thomassen, Antidirected Hamiltonian circuits and paths in tournaments, Math. Ann. 201 (1973)
231–238.
[26] P. TurLan, On an extremal problem in graph theory, Math. Fiz. Lapok 48 (1941) 436–452 (in Hungarian).
[27] Zs. Tuza, Intersection properties and extremal problems for set systems, in: G. HalLasz, V.T. SLos (Eds.),
Irregularities of Partitions, Algorithms and Combinatorics, Vol. 8, Springer, Berlin, 1989, pp. 141–151.
[28] Zs. Tuza, Graph coloring in linear time, J. Combin. Theory Ser. B 55 (1992) 236–243.
[29] Xiaoyun Lu, On claws belonging to every tournament, Combinatorica 11 (1991) 173–179.
[30] E. Bampis, P. Hell, Y. Manoussakis, M. Rosenfeld, Finding an antidirected Hamiltonian path starting
with a forward arc from a given vertex of a tournament, LNCS 1120 (1998) 67–73.
